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Notice thereof hilving been published in accorda.'1ce with 
law and affidavit of publcation being on file in the office 
oz t.'1e City Clerk, l-liyor Reid called for the Public Hearing 
regarding the Declaration of Impaction dated Sep!:ernber 7, 
1982 by the I.odi Unified School Dist-.rict Board of Trustees. 

Follo.dng introduction of the matter, Ms. Mary Joan Starr , 
Facility Planner for the IOOi Unified School District, spoke 
on behalf of the subject Declaration of ~ction and 
respond9d to questions as wera posed by rrenbers of the 
Council. 

t-lr. Ellerth E. Larson, SUperintendent, IDdi Unified School 
District also addressed the Council on the matter and ;· 
responded to questions posed by the Council. 

S!:f".1.'.:1'1!3ER 7,1982 'lbere tNere no other persons in the atxlience \ri.shing to 
DOCIA~IQ~ OF speak on the matter, and the public p:>rtion of t:ha hearing 
II~&:>i\CTICAl BY niE was closed. 
U:OI UNIFIID 
SCHCX>L DISTRICI' A len'jthy discussion follCk.'ed with questions being directed 
BOl\RD OF TRUSTEES to Staff and to those persons who had given tcstim..Jny. f 
1\CCEPTf.l) l 

vu notion of Couneil !·bnber Snider, Olson second, Council L 
accepted the Declarat.Jon of Inpaction by the I.aU Unified 
School District Doard of Trustees, dated Septe:rber 7, 1982. 
The rrotion carried by the following vote: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Council Nesrbers - t-tlrphy, Olson, Snider, and 
Reid (Hayer) 

Co.lncil l-~rs - Pinkerton 

Co.lncil ~rs - tb1e 
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NariCE <F PUBLIC ~ R!:XlARDIK; 
OfnARATIOO CF IMPACTIOO DA'l'ED 
SEI?'l'a1BER 7, 1982 BY LCD! UNIFnD 
saroL DISTRicr OOA.RD OF TRJSTEES 

WHERFAS, Ordinance ~. 1149, entitled, "An Ordinance of the 
City of lDd.i to Provide for the Dedicaticn of land or Fees or Both as a 
Ccnti ticn to the Approval of Nelli Residential Develcpnents, for the 
Purpose of Providing Classrocm Facilities Where Cond.i. ticns of 
Overcrowding EKi.st in a Public ScOOol Atterxiance Area", which was 
adopted by the IOO.i. City Council on August 2, 1978, provides that the 
Governing bcxiy of a school district which operates, in whole or in part, 
within the City of I.odi may at any ti.rre p..trsuant to Gove.rrlln?o..nt Code 
Sectioo 65971, notify the City Cooncil that it has foond that: 
(1) cor.:ditions of overcrowding exist in cne or nnre atteOOance areas 
within the district which will .inpair the normal functioning of 
educational programs including the reason for such condi.ticns existing, 
(2) all reasonable rretl'x:rls of mitigating oonditicns of overc~ .have 
been evaluated; and (3) no feasible rrethods for reducing such conditions 
exist. Such notification sh..'lll remain in effect until witl"rlrawn in 
writing by the governing l:x:rly of the school district. 

Upon receipt of such notice, the City Cooncil shall schedule 
and oonduct a public hearing on the notification for the purpose of 
allowing interested parties to ccrrm:mt on the matter. Folle7A'i.ng such 
hearing, the City Cooncil shall detennine whether it concurs in such 
finding. If the City Camcil concurs, it shall by resolution designate 
the sdx.-ol as an overcrowded school. 

~' "1'HEREFORE, BE IT ~LVED that the City Cooncil of the 
Clty of lDdi does hereby set a Public Hearing oo Wednesday, 
January 5, 1983 at the hoor of 8:00 p.m., or as SCX>Jl thereafter as the 
matter may be heard, in the Council Olarrb:!rs, City Hall, 221 West Pine 
Stroot, I.odi, California, to ~ive public i~t oo notification 
received fran the I.odi Unified SChool District declaring a state of 
inpacticn in bJenty attendance areas. 

Infonnaticn regarding this item may be d:>tained in the office 
of the City Clerk at 221 West Pine Street, lDdi., California. All 
interested perS<XlS are invited to present t.heir views either for or 
against the above proposal. Written statatents may be filed with the 
City Clerk at any tirrE prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral 
statanents may be made at said hearing. 

Dated: Nove.rrber 17, 1982 

By Order of the City Council 

ALICE M. REIKliE 
City Clerk 
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DECLARATI~ OF IMPACTION REPORT 

This report declaring cyntinued conditions of student overcrowding in certain 
school attendance areas in the Lodi. lhified School District, has been prepared 
in fulfillment of the requirements of State Govenunent Code Section 65!178 
and the requirements of the implementing ordinances of the Cities of Stockton and 
Locli and San Joaquin Cotmty. 

DECLARATION OF IMPACI'ION 

In Jaruary of 1982 approximately 4,970 students in the Locli lhified School 
District were considered '\mhoused" by the State Allocation Board, meaning 
that there were insufficient pennanent classrooms to adequately house that 
nunber of students. Enrollment projections indicate the munber of unhoused 
students will continue to exceed 4,500 in the 1982·1983 school year, thereby 
necessitating continued and additional temporary student housing alternatives. 

It is the District's plan to house regular, special education and pull-out 
program students in the following mamer during the 1982 - 1983 school year. 

420 permanent classroans 

??? "other" in-school spaces, ie. storage areas, work roans, offices, 
etc. that are used as classroom space 

16 leased and District-owned trailers 

8 mini-school rooms in teqx>rarily converted duplexes 

16 maxi-school rooms in temporarily converted duplexes 

37 District-owned relocatable rooms 

7 District-owned relocatable rooms for Adult Education 

84 State-lease emergency portables (32 in-place, 52 new) 

6 rooms in leased quarters for the Career Center 

1 leased house used for blind student education 

1Attendance Areas are determined each year by the Assistant Superin­
tendent, Elementary Education in cooperation with the District Administration 
and Staff. A publication, reviewed by the Board, is prepared each year. 
There may be oore than one elementary school in an Attendance Area. 
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Based on the kr¥:Ml extent of overcrowding, the anticipated increase in 
enrollment, and the known potential for all subdivision activity within the 
i.Dplcted attendance areas of the Lodi Unified School District, the Governing 
Board declared the following attendance areas i.q>acted for the purposes of 
requesting the continued iqx>sition and collection of developnent fees by 
local govenDCJlts. A copy of Board Resolution 82-40 and amending Resolution 
82-43 are set forth as Exhibits B and C in this report. 

Lodi Unified School District 

IMPACfED SQOOL AITENDANCE AJUW) 
1982 - 1983 

Lodi HUh Schoo 1 Attendance Area 
Tokay lfilb School Attetdance Area 
Liberty Hiah School Attendance Area 

t-brada Middle School Attendance Area 
Senior Elementary School Attendaoce Area 
Woodbridge Middle School Attendance Area 
Needham Middle School Attendance Area 

Davis Bleamtary School Attendance Area 
Elkhorn Elementary School Attendance Area 
HtmJerson Elementary School Attendance Area 
Heritage Elementary School Attendance Area 
Lakewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
LawreB:e Elementary School Attendance Area 
Lockeford/Clements Elementary School Attendance Area 
U,roy Nichols Elementary School Attendance Area 
Oakwood Elementary School Attendance Area 
Otto Drive Elementary School Attendance Area 
Parklane Elementary School Attendance Area 
Victor Elementary School Atterdance Area 
Vinewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
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EXHIBIT B 0 

IIEIQII! 111! JQQD OF TRI.lSI'EES OF 1l£ 1.001 lNIFlED SOD>L DISTRICT 
OF nE a:un'Y OF SAN ~IN, STATE OF CALI~IA 

RE&>WTia. Ml. IZ-40 
1912-1913 IECI.ARATIOO OF IWACTI~ 

1113REAS, the devel~t of new residential property results in the da.nd 
foT school facilities; mel 

liEREAS, the construction of new residences and the resultant increase of 
students contiJues; and 

11EREAS, students £1'011 new residential units in overcrowded attendance areas 
cause an ~late need for classi"'OOI solutions; and 

liEREAS, I.Ddi l)lified School District has considered and acted t..,on such 
options as (1) presentation to the voters of bond •asures to provide capital 
funds for pt-T1111nent school housiJ'II, (Z) teqx>rary buildinas, (3) double sessions, 
(4) buss ina, (S) school attendance boundary realigramt, and has ccnsidered, and 
for aood and sufficient reascns chosen not to act upon, (6) year-round scb:lol 
attend.nce md (7) extended day proJr~ (hi&h school); and 

ttBF.AS, there have been no developer provided facilities as defined in 
Govetn~~ent Code Section 6S978. 

tii:REAS, punuant to Govenwaent Code Section 65978 the City of Lodi has 
enacted Ordinance No. 309S-C.S •• and the County of San Joaquin has enacted Ordi­
n.nce No. 1571 to assist school districts 111itiptina the i~t of new t.-e construc­
tion; and 

ttiEREAS, the afore~~entioned Ordinances require residential ~elopers to 
participate in the cost of interill solutions· necessitated by the overcrowdin& of 
existina classroom facilities due to new residential construction; and 

MEREAS, this Board has reviewed the content of the master Site Cspacity 
Table prepared by staff, a ccpy of which is attached hereto, and has approved said 
report for public distribution; 

11BERJU!, IT IS HEREBY RESn.VED that the LocU lhified School District de· 
clares U,.Ction in these school attendance areas affected by current and proposed 
devel~t plans, .to wit: 

Davis El~tary School Attendance Area 
Elkhorn Elementary School Attendance Area 
HeriUp !letlelrtary School Atttndance Area 
Labtolood El.-ntary School Attendance Area 
Lawrence Eleaentary Sc.hool Attendance Area 
Leroy Nichols El.entary School Attendance Area 
Or.kwood El.-nury School Attendance Area 
Vin~Nood Ele~~entary School Attendance Area 
tend& ltilldle Scbool .Utftdapce Area 
WoodbrldJe Middle Scb:lol Attendance Area 
I.Ddi Hilh School Atterdmce Area 
Toby Hiah School Attendance Area 
Li~rty Hi&h School Attendance Area 

------......_ BE IT RimER RES>LVED that t~ ~rintendent ~. and he hereby is. directed 
to ~a certified copy of this resolution 1100 the accOfttl'IUl)'ing staff report to 
!M City Cculcils of I.Ddi and Stockton and the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
s.n Joaquin for the consideration and concurrence followin& public bearlflls ~fore 
their respective bodies. 

PASSf.D AND .AOOPTFll this lrd day of August. 1982, by the followina vote of tbe 
brd of Trustees. to wit: 

AYES: fateula, ,._,.r, JobaetOD, Toclcl, Derc1ek, Dale, Ball 

t«ES: .... 

ABSmn': 11oM 

A11'BST: 

Board of Trustees 
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EXHIBIT C 

IUOU THE IOAJU) or TWSTUS or THl LOOt UKirtm SCHOoL 
otsntct or n11 COU1ITf or SAJI JOAQUIJC, sun or c.u.xrouu 

IISOLUTION 82-41 

USOUJTIOH AMUDiteC USOLUTION 82-40 1982-83 D!CUJATIOJC Of IMPACTION 

VH!aiAS, oo the lrd day of Auauat, 1982, thia Board of Truate .. duly 

adopted leaoluUoo 82-40 1982-83 Declaration of 1-.pactioft, and; 

VHEIIAS, aaid laaolutioft aeta forth the Diatrict'• eoaditloo of over-

5. 

WOW, THDUOR!, IE IT ll!SOLYID that leaolut1oo 82-40, 1a hereby _.ndecl 

by alteriftl the Uat of IapacttHI Attenclaftee Arua to 1oclude the follovtqa 

Live Oak AtteadaDce Area 

Locketprd/Cl .... ta AttaDdance Aru 

Parltlau Att .. ctaDce ArM 

Sr. 11 ... 1\tary Attendaace Area 

Victor Attendance Area 

lleeclhaa IUcldle khool Att .. daDce Area 

Beftderaoa Atteftdaftce Ar .. 

Otto Dri.a Atteadaace Ar .. 

PASSED AID ADOPTED th1a 7th clay of S.pt.aber 1982, ~y the folloviDI 

vote of the loard of Trust .. • of the Lodl O~tlfied School Diatrlct, to wttl 

ATUz Vatsull, Johnston, Meyer, Ball, Derrick, Todd 

IIOUz 

AIIDT1 None 

ATTISTz 
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JIXJSING OPTIOOS 

The Lodi Unified School District is actively pursuing solutions to existing and 
projected student housing inadequacies on two fronts. 

First, the District is pursuing permanent facilities with applications for 
eight new schools and expansion of two others in-process with the Office of 
Local Assistance at the State level. A summary of the status of these appli~ 
cations is contained in the "Facility Project Update Report" present~.! to 
the District Board on August 3, 1982. In Decenbcr, 1982 student housing 
needs will be re-evaluated by the District, the State Board of Education and 
the Office of Local Assistance. The District's applications will be reviewed 
and consideration will be given to amendment or addition of projects based 
on the nt.lllber of unhousf"fi students and the number of priority points. 

Secondly,the District is making every effort to house children on an interim 
basis with minimal adverse i~act on the educational program. An iqx>rtunt 
consideration in determining the roost reasonable housing alternative is the 
neighborhood school concept. Also iq>ortant is the equal loading policy 
which causes all schools throughout the District, within a given grade 
span, to house the same proportion of students relative to capacity, where 
practical. Equal loading is a concept that works well in an urban area 
but provides extraordinarily long bus rides for students when the area of 
i.q)action and growth is substantially removed from the area where classl'OOIIIS 
are available. As growth continues, and the schools become overcrowded 
before new facilities can be constructed, the District has considered and ~ill 
continue to consider the following alternatives: 

Bussing 

~sing is used as an interim process to i~lement the equal load policy. The 
Board finds that no pupil should be bussed from his attendance area, but if 
necessary, never more than 10 miles from the "full" school to the school of 
redirection. 

Double sessions - Eleroontary Schools 

Doti>le sessions in the primary grades retain the same amount of in-class 
time. In each of the instructional sections, double sessions are preceived 
as being disadvantageous to the students attending school in the p.m. shift. 
The fabric of society rejects the concept of young children being in school 
fraa 12:30 p.m. to S:OO p.m. followed by what may be an extended period of 
time on the school bus. Older children (above grade 4) lose a significant 
SIDOlllt of instructional time through the device of double sessions, and it 
is perceived as being totally unacceptable as other than an extremely short­
tenn measure for grade 1 - 3 pupils. 

Extended day programs - High Schoo 1 s 

Programs in the early rooming or in the late afternoon may be devised to 
utilize a high school plant at above - nonnal carrying c11paci ty. &Jch 
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programs are found to have relatively small pupil/parent interest, aie not 
conducive to intergration with established bussing schedules, and are not viable 
answers to impaction. 

School boundary realignment 

This device has been used to accaoodate growth in an inmediately adjacent. 
attendance area. Where growth is scattered or substantially removed f~ 
school houses with room available, realignment is ineffective. Boundary 
realignment is not a viable permanent solution beyond that already accomplished 
considering the growth rate of the several attendance areas in this District 
and their close proxtmity to each other. A de-annexation of territory 
(formation of a new district or transfer of terri tory to an existing neighboring 
district) is not considered a political reality. 

Year-round Schools 

A year-round school program has the potential of increasing available classroom 
space by 18\ to 25\ or more. District staff, Board members and the YRS Committee 
are continuing studies on the appropriateness of YRS in LUSD and to determine 
those schools most suited for possible Umplernentation of such a program in the 
1983-1984 school year. 

Long term class load factors have been 27 pupils at grades K-3, 
and 28 pupils at grades 4-8; however, it has been necessary because of lack 
of space, to load the classrooms at an average of 30 pupils per room. 
Classloading is a contractual item with teachers. 

P.mergency classrooms- State Lease Portable .... 

Assembly Bill 8, signed by the Governor on July 24, 1979, enacted 
the Pmergency Classroom Law of 1979. Under this Law, l..odi Unified School 
District has received thirty two (32) portables for use in 1981-1982 and will 
receive 52 portables for use in 1982-1983. These tmits are subject to recall 
by the State of California should there be a greater need elsewhere in the 
State. These units can be used for regular classroom programs only and nust be 
loaded at the rate of 30 students per tmit. Although the units are quite 
utilitarian and most sites have room on an interim basis, support facilities 
such as play area, bathrooms, cafeteria, multi-purpose room, lockers, etc. 
are taxed well beyond capacity with the additional classroom tmits. 

Trailers 

The District currently leases a number of trailers to house special education 
programs. The capactiy of these tmi ts is approximately 12 students and 
the lease and setup costs are two to three times the cost of the State portables. 
The District will attempt to phase out all trailers in favor of State lease 
portables where possible. This will require moving special education classes 
into regular classrooms and regular programs into the portables. 
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Temporary Buildings 

The District currently leases duplex mi ts for classrooms in North Stockton. 
A spot amendment to legislation was necessary to permit their use as 
theY do not meet earthquake safety standards. The legislation expires in 
1986. These units were also very costly to setup and rents far exceed the 

cost of State portables. However, they are self-contained sets. The District 
also leases a store building for the ROP program. 

Relocatable Units 

Relocatables are herein defined as portable units owned by the Distrtct. ~y 
of these tmits are more than 15 years old; however, they have been qu1te 
serviceable. As a matter of policy, all new schools are being designed 
with a certain number of relocatable portables in anticipation of a declining 
enrollment situation in the future. This will give the District flexibility 
in housing students in the future and the use of re locatables in the 
master plans gives the District bonus points which can be applied towards 
additional square footage in pennanent bui I dings. 

DEVELO~ FEES 

The Development Fee has become an inp>rtant means for the provision of interim 
housing solutions in the l.odi Unified School District, and will become 
increasingly so as the District receives decreased State appropriations. Since 
1978, the Lodi Unified School District has spent $1,150,670.00 to provide 
interim housing (not including the $204,000 budgeted for the new portables). 
In total $666,992.00 has been collected in Development Fees through June, 1982. 
Consistent with the requirements of State law and the intent of local ordinances, 
Development Fee revenue has been used to provide interim fadlities in the 
attendance area where it was collected. A detailed explanation and breakdown 
of revenues and expenditures is in the June, 1982 report, "Allocation of 
Development Fees." 

The District can usc development fees only for Interim facilities \Jhich are 
strictly defined in the State Government Code. Baskally portables only. 

1 
Section 65910 of the State Govetllleflt C.OCS. statH, 

For tlw purpoSH of Section 659,, 'classi'OOII CMI related fecUlties, • and • ele.ntuy or~ 
school fllc:Uities' •• 'inter !.a facilities • as defined in this section and shall l.nc:lude no other 
fecUities. 

"lnm·iJI facilities fort.~~~ of Section 65974 shall be Halted to the follc,.dna: 

(a) T~rary classT'OOIII.1 not conJtructrd with penunent foundations and defined u stl'\llc:tures 
c:oatainlna one cr .,re 1'001111, euch of whJch h desienrd, intended, and ~pped for use u a place for 
tor.l instruction of pupils by a teac:tw.-r in a school. 

(b) T~nry classrooa toilet f.c!llti~' not constructrd with per.nent fcundatlons. 

(c) Reuonahle site preparation md iMtallation of tC!q)Onry class~." 

Althouah definitely of .111 intni• nature, the lllini and lllllXl .iehools are excluded by definltiCill 
thenfon, clevelop.nt fH revenue om not be usrd for the ~~~n.~al lease pay~~ents of S126,000. 
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lUring the time the development fees were irnpouixled, the Locli Unified Schcol 
District negotiated nine separate agreements with developers for dire-ct 
payment of fees to the District in-lieu of payment of the ''bedroom tax" a-t the 
time of the building permits. To date, no fees have been collected under 
an agreement. The District is now contt~.ctin.g each developer during the 
project planning and approval stage to request that they voltmtarily enter 
into an in-lieu agreement. 

Fcound funds collected by the District tmder the authority of an agreement 
can be used for any school facilities serving the attendance area. The 
School District is tentatively projecting 150 new tmits in the 1982-1983 
school year with an average fee of $700/t.mit which will provide a projected 
revenue of approximately $105,000. 
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INfROOOCTI CJ.l 

A Report on 

ALLOCATION OF DEVELOR-tENr FEES 

The purpose of this report is to discuss the process used by Lodi Unified 
School District to relate development fee revenue to expenditures for 
temporary school facilities. 

Contained within is a discussion on the impolUldetl development fees and a 
summary of revenue amounts by jurisdiction; a summary of expenditures 
incurred during the impolUldment period; a fixed figure representing the 
amount of development fee revenue which can he returned to the General 
and/or Site Ftmds as a "payback;'' complete detai 1 on how that figure was 
calculated; a complete listing of assumptions and qualifiers relative to 
the process of allocation; an out line of the process to be used in 
allocation by the District; and a sumnary of income and expenditures 
beyond those related to the impolUlded fees. 

DEVELOI'-IENT FEE REVENUE 

In 1978 the Cities of Lodi and Stockton and the County of San Joaquin 
adopted ordinances requiring the collection of per bedroom fees for the 
mitigation of the impact of development on specified overcrowded schools 
in the Lodi lhified School District. Between 1979 and May, 1982 (inclusive) 
the local agencies collected fees at the tire building permits were taken 
out for residences on parcels created after the date of the ordinance; 
however, as a result of litigation in Shasta COlU\ty, all fees were "im­
potmded" mtil the State Supreme Court settled the issue, whereupon the 
"iq>eunded'' fees, plus interest, were released to the School District. 

A sumnary of the i.mpotmded development fees (also called the bedroom tax 
and impaction fee) is shown below. 

Since release of the ''impotmded" fees each jurisdiction sends the District 
a check as fees are received and an accolU\ting of "~ere the subject 
residence is locateJ by subdivision. It is this infonnation which 
enables the District to allocate the fees by attendance area or school. 
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IMPOUNDED DEVEI..OPMEm' FEE REVENUE 

somt ATI'EN!.W«:E AREA 

Dnel~t Fees • Lodi as of 3/16/82 

Hut tqe · Sr. Ele111 • Tokay Hi eh 

Nichols • Sr. Elea • Tokay Hi eh 

Reese • llloodbridp • Lodi High 

SUBDIVISICJI 

Cambridge Place 

Beckman Ranch 

Winchester Oaks 

Millswood 

Vinewood/HeOOenon - Sr. El • Tokay l.akeshore Vi llagl' 

Develoswnt Fees • Stockton as of March, 1982 

Elkhorn • Sr. Elt1111 • Tokay Hieh 

Davis • Jobrada - Tokay Hieh 

Park1~ • Sr. Elet~ • Tokay Hieh 

Colonia 1 Estates No. 

Fox Creek 

ClaihDnt 11 

SI.I!Dorp lace II I 

FEF.S CDLLECTED 

s 44,094.36 

6,063.01 

36,170.18 

30,190.40 

9,801.79 s 126,!19. 74 • 

s 273,232.00 

141,662.00 

S4,174.00 

10,463.00 

1st Pentecostal Ourch 6,680.00 
S4T6,21l.oo 

nev.topaent Fees • San JO!QUin County as of 4/30/82 S 26,412.00 

Usted with Reverue/Expendi ture Account ina Fonas 

GRAND 'IUTAL s bl8,942.74 •• 

• Interest included in each sul-dlvision total • Lodi • S 6,719. 74 
Stockton • S8,906.00 

•• Last l/4 nveme for 1981·82 • $3,380 
(See Olart at end of Report) • 

INTERIM fACILITY EXPENDiruRES 

Between 1977 and 1982 the District incurred a ll\.lllber of expenditures for 
the purpose of providing interim housing facilities, consistent with the 
provisions of the State Goverrunent Code. All of these expenditures were 
made from Fund 01 (the General Fund) and Fund O:S (the Site Fund), and most 
were made with the expressed intention of applying development fee revenue 
towards those expenditures when it became available. Interim housing expen­
ditures during this period are detailed below. 
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Ori&inal Expenditure 
Fiscal Year 

77 • 78 

78 • 79 

79 - 80 

80 - 81 

81 · liZ 

All YEARS 

INfERIM lDUSING EXPENDITIJRE REVIBi 

School Expenditures Throuih June lO, 1982 
fund 03 • fund 01 •• 

Parklane Mini 0 

Relocate Portables 

Lockeford(2)Elkhorn(l) f S22,Sb2 0 

Relocate Portables · Elkhorn s 24,018 

Relocate Portables 

Parklane (9)0akwood (6)/ 442,87~ 
Tok.ay ttijh (2) t S26,0~l.H 

Elkhorn Mini 9,~lS 

State Portables f SZ,OOO • setup (lease prorated) 

~ (8) 

Slkhorn (2) 

r.t>rada ( 4) 

Parklane (8) 

Tokay Hi&h (8) 

Woodbridae (2) 

Otto Driw Maxi School 

Mini School Leases 

StatePortables f S2,000 (see above) 

Lease Trailers ••• 

Woodbrid&e 
r.t>rw (2) 

Davis 

neritaae 

Needhaa 

7Z ,887 

4,089 

2,406 

2,1190 

5,874 

706 

0 

0 

0 

s 93,169 

67,686 

0 

0 

44,200 

40,24~ 

11,732 

19,5117 

47,210 

3S ,162 

8,772 

33,600 

114,500 

33,600 

64,000 

1,211 

15,990 

8,417 

4,661 

4,3118 

Subtotal 

GRA.'ll ror AL 

$565,270 S 652,600 

s 1,217,870.00 

Pund 03 • Spec ia 1 Res('tve, or Site Fund 

•• Fund 01 • General Fund 

••• Expenditures for Lease Trailers Presl.IIIOO to be Fntirely fraa General Fund 

- 3-
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ALLOCATI~ OF REVeruES 

In May, 1982, Lodi Unified received $638,942.74 from local jursidictions. 
This was the total amount of Development Fee Revenue, plus interest, that 
had been collected, and impotmded, between 1979 and the date of release. 

Sl.t+tARY OF ALLOCATION OF l}IPOUNDED DEVEl.OPMIWf FEES 

Fiscal Year DrYe los-ent Fee T=lifytng Total Expenditures Total Revenue 'U'Iexpendable" Total Expendi tu1'e 
"Recovered" Applied to <)Jalify-Revenue ltures Revenue to be 

ing BKpendi tures Carried Forvani 
2 3 7) 

1979-1910 • 274.370.17 • 496,600.00 s 279.221.74 s 261.370.17 s 6.000.00 

1980-1911 255.149.02 241.560.00 247 .ua.oo 250,991.02 (4) 4.158.00 

1981-1912 109.423.55 106.137.00 69.328.00 76.626. SS {S) 32.191.00 
(3 quarten) 

Totals s 631.942.74 (1) 851,297.00 595.987.74 595.987.74 (6) 42.955.00 

(1) '-"mt that vas ~by Lodl, Stockton • .nd San Joaquin County and sent to UJSD in May. 1912 
(Z) See chart .. InteriJI Housinii!Jipenditure Revlt!V' .nd discussion on asSU~ptions .nd qualifiers 
(3) See Dnelos-ent fee Revenue/Bxpeftditunt AcCOllltina fonas for expenditures relative to mcc- by year 
(4) !nclucles U,5S3.02 iA iJlterest ~ch was applied to 1979-1910 expenditures - see qusUfiers 

Not '"Aecovend" 

• 217,371.26 

1,122.00 

36,109.00 

ZSS,309.26 

(S) Includes $7.298.55 in interest 'lilich was ~pplied to 1979-1910 expenditures - see qualifiers 
(6) $595,917.74 - 1131,551.00 (transferred 5/12 as a ''ply back" to General PID! to cover Needha .nd Hlmclenoft 

School stal"tq) costs) • $457,429. H for transfer to Gen.ral .nd/or Site Punds at this U• (as ·~·') 
(7) ~ fn. NSidential dnelop.nu ln attendance aress where there wre not equal qualifylna ~itures 

en July 6, 1982 the Board received a copy of this report. Following discussion 
it was roved, seconded (Todd; Meyer) and unani.Joously approved to .AUthorize the 
immediate transfer of $457,429.74 to the General Fund from the Developoent Fee 
Fund as "repayment" for Interim }busing Expenditures. 
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The Process 

The process developed for allocation of Impounded Development Fee Revenue 
hinges around the need to directly relate revenue from residential develop­
ments to the school or attendance area serving that development. ''Plan A•' 
adopted by the Board in March, 1979, to guide the distribution of impact fee 
revenue states, 

.-pply the total fee to any one of the ~tte~e areas that is •cted, even 
thouah all three attendance areas quahfy withlJ\ the ee<>JTaphic elelle'f\t. ~­
taees: 1) .,re flexibility in the use of funds; 2) ~re rapid acC\.IIlllatlon 
of funds· l) less likely that ~red balances Vlll ~in. Disadvan­
taees· b IK)re likelihood of respondina to localized political pressure; 
2) ,.;.eater difficulty in respondina to critich• that 'Lodi JIIOIMY is used in. 
Stockton' and vice versa; l) JYt!&ter difficulty in convincing elected offic1als 
that resources collected are used in the !JIIIediate area. 

This process in1>lements the Board's forntJla. The steps in development of the 
process were: 1) establish assumptions and qualifiers as a basis for determining 
qualifying and eligible expenditures and allocating revenues in less than clear­
cut cases; 2) determination of attendance areas by year for each development; 
3) charting of revenues by development and expenditures by school for each fiscal 
year since adoption of the ordinances up to release of the impounded fees; 
4) allocation of the revenues to each expenditure on the "Development Fee Reverrue/ 
Expenditure Accounting Forms;" 5) sunming all figures to provide a ''Sunrnary of 
Allocation of Impotmded I>eveloprrent Fees;" and 6) adaptation of the process to 
the ongoing situation. 

Ass\..!!!ltions and Q.mlifiers 

Inherent in any process is the need to establish a base. 

The reconwnended allocation of developrnent fees is based on strict interpretation 
of the enabling legislation. Government Code Sections 65970-65978 (SB 201 - 1968) 
permit local jurisdictions to adopt ordinances to exact fees from residential devel­
opers in lieu of land dedication for purposes of providing interim school facilities. 
Locli, Stockton and San Joaquin Cotmty adopted ordinances in late 1978 and innedi­
ately started collecting fees from builders whose parcels were created aft.er the 
effective date of the applicable ordinance. Section 65978 requires that Lodi 
Unified School District maintain an accotmting of fees, while Section 65980 limits 
their use to strictly de final interim facilities. In addition, Government Code 
Section 65974 (d) stat~s in part, 

'The location and azootmt of llmd to be dedicated or the amotmt of 
fees to be paid, or both, shall bear a reasonable relationship 
and wi 11 0e 1 irni ted to the needs of the conami ty for interim 
elementary or high school facilities and shall be reasonably re­
lated and 1 imi ted to the need for schools caused by the develop­
ment; .•• 
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In relating income and expenditures .y attendance areJ and school for each, the 
following were assumed or used as a basis for decision: 

ASSlWTIONS AND QUALIFIERS 

1. The starting dat~ for alloc~tion is fiscal 1979-1980. The fiscal year is used as a time unit; 
howev~r. some ~venue and expenditurt-s MY have originatl'"d between Jam111ry·JI.Ule 1979. It is 
assumed that t~se figur~s are negligible for the purpos~ and are, therefor~, incorporat~l 
with the 1979-1980 fi~1res in the matrices and summary charts. F~pcnditures hefore i979 
{Sl84,87l.OO) 'Wt'~ not considered "eligible," and, th.~refon.•, do not appc.-ar in any totals. 

Z. Based"" a 1980 chang~ in the definition of int~rim, a State Attorney General Opinion 79·625 
(10-16·79) and the advise of County Counsel, the expense of Otto Drive ~lnxi School in the 
IIIIIOUlt of h14,500 was not considered elisible, and, therefore, does not appear in anr totals. 

3. Elkhorn Mini w~s considered eligible because the leas~ and encumbrances predate the ch3ng~ in 
laneuage of Section 65980 and the facility is cl~arly interim. The lease renewal will not 
qualify ln 1982·1983. 

4. The net IIIII:JUI\t of "eligible" or qualifying" expenditures 'BS reduced to $851,297.00, froa a 
JTOSS .-ount of Sl,l50,670.00. 

S. Cmsistent with Gove1"11111ent Code Section 65974, all expenditures rust he rt>latt'd to the i~te-d 
attendance area containing the cootributing residential denlopaa..!nt. Expenditures by school 
wre "creditt'd" en the basis of the District's Declaration of !~action Report 111\d t~ Board 
foT11llla. Non-i~tt'd schools arc not con.~idered eligible. 

6. ~itures made at a school not in the attt>ndann• area containing the denlor-nt, but "'hich 
'liaS used to house children fi'UIII that subdivision, a~ outlif!N in the a.-mual attendance area 
reports prepared by the Assistant Su;1rrintenJent~ offices, -rc con. .. idercd eli&ible on the 
b&l!is of the District's equal loading policy. This would include Woodbrid&e taking tM onr­
fl«* frm Senior Ele~~entary and locli Hiah School ta.kina the overflow f.rca Tokay Hiah School. 

7. In those attendance areas with senral scllools (~peciflcally Elkhorn), lt is recoenltN that 
the ~t of any specific developmrnt ill OR the entire attr.ndance area; therefore, e:cpendi· 
tures -.de for any school In the attendance art-a arc considerl'"d relatin to any payinJ devel· 
op~~ent bui 1 t in the attendance area. 

I. ''U1paid" or '\Jnreconred" expenditure-s~ in any gi\'en yt:ur are not carried to tho next year. 
It b rusoned that if expenditures for intert. facilitie~ must relate to need. they are l,i­
cally .de after the building perwit h taken out on the residence and not in advance. It s 
mderstood that facilities in place certainlv serve the new students as -n. 

9. "lk\spent" fees or '\mexpendable" reverut receivt'd in any ainm year is carried £.1'011 year to 
)'Nr on the basis that the need for. interill facilities to serve chlldren frm the related 
dnel~ts ..., not aTise mtil sa. tiM after the buUdin& penait (at which ti• the fees 
are collected). ~ l"e\~ ..., be used in any succeeding year for schools servina that 
dew lop~ent • 

10. Interest ws a cne·tille inco. to the district as a result of f~ ~ts. The interest 
clid not co. f~ any developer and was, thenfore, allocated at District discretion for :1111'1 
"eliaible" expenditure. It 'liaS .pol!.ed; h:lwver, only to quaHfyins expenditures and not fo.r 
any other district purpose, although that •Y technically be possible. Since the local juris­
dictions wUlinaly turned this reveroe onr to tM District, it is felt that the only proper 
use is in the .mer ascribed. 

11. lAue trailers financed directly. or indirectly, by the General Pund ue included in the 
1981·1912 expenditures. Students houst'd in lease trailers are substantially fTOIII the atten­
dance area of tM school where they a~ located. 
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Attendance Areas 

Elementary, Hiddle and High School Attendance Areas and specific schools serving 
each City subdivision paying fees, are listed below. All Cotmty fees were 
accounted for permit by permit; therefore, attendance areas for County develop­
ments are listed with the fees on the Development Fee Revenue/Expenditure/Account­
ing forms. All attendance area infonnation was obtained from the annual attendance 
area reports. 

AITENDANCE AREAS AND SQO)LS 

llEVEI..OPt£NT 1981·1982 1980·1981 1979·1980 

Colonial E..~tates No. l·E1khom Mini K·Elkhom Mini IC.·Elkhom Mini 
1· 6 Needhara and 1·6 Needham 1·3 Elkhorn 

Elkhorn M Maxi School Sr. E1 4 Henderson 
Sr. El and Tokay Tokay S WashiJliton 

6 Needhul 
Sr. E1 l Tokay Hi&h 

Fox Creek K·Park1ane Mini K·Parklane Mini K·Parlc.lane Mini 
1-6 Davis 1·6 Davis l·S Davis 

Davis M Jobrada J.brada 6 Parklane 
Toby Tokay Jtt>racia 

Tokay 

C1 a i rna\ t 11 K·Parklane Mini J:·Parklane Mini 
l-6 Parklane Z·6 Parklane 

Davb A.&. Sr. El Sr. El 
(ass~ assi~t Tokay Toby 
... u Nona:andy 
Vilh&e) 

~J'l)lace Ill K • 6 Parlc.l ane K·6 Parklane 

Parklane M Sr. El Sr. El 

(Ci•rron) 
Tokay Toby 

Pentecostal Oaarch l-6 ParJclane 
Sr. El 
Tokay 

Cubrldae Place K-6 lteritap K-6 Jterl taee IC·S Hnita&e 
Sr. El Sr. El 6 Needhaa 

Jteritaae M Tokay Tokay Sr. El 
Tokay --. 

Bee 1anan Raoch l·6 Nichols K-6 Nichols K·6 Nichols 
Sr. El Sr. El Sr. El 

Hichols M Tokay Tokay Tokay 

Winchester Oaks ,. K·6 ~ichoh K·6 tHchols K-6 Nichols 
Sr. EI Sr. El Sr. El 

Nichoh M Tokay Tokay Tokay 

Mi 11 sliiOOd IC-6 Reece K-6 Reece K·6 Reecct 
Woodbridae Woodbridp liloodbridae 

ReeceM toli Lodi Lodi 

l-akeshore Village Henderson 
Sr. El 

Vl.newood rura 1 Tokay 
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nevefOpment Fee Revenue{Expenditure Accotmting Fonns 

This fonn was developed to provide a fonnat for allocating f~venues to expen­
ditures. Included herein are the c~leted fonns and allocations for fiscal 
years 1979-1980 and 1980-1981 and the first three quarters of 1981-1982. It 
is anticipated that the form can be used for ongoing accotmting of Development 
Fee Revenue/Expenditure allocations. 

The steps in filling-out the fonn, and thereby allocating revenues are as follows: 

ALLOCATING DEVEl..O~tlNf FEE REVENUE 

1. Detemine rt"pOrt in& period, ie. fi seal )"e>Br, quart«!r, IIQ\th, etc. Note on fom. 

2. ~ fom, enter each subdivision and the umount of fee revenue rece-ived fro~~~ that sub· 
division durina tnt- period. • 

:S. Detemint' the attendance area and sd.ooh servin& that subdivision. 

4. ~form, enter each sc!xlol and the llllllllmt C"f eligible expenditures. 

S. ~ the form enter the aPIOllllt of revem~e brought CoNard from earlier periods. for each 
deve 1 opaent . 

6. Work across the fom allocat in& the ft't'·revenue recined to the sc!xlols or attendance areas 
servina the drtelopment; or work down assienina expenditures to -ach developM!nt. 

7. ~ltures for which tlwre is no re~ are totaled at the bott0111 of the fora. and 
revenues for which there is no qualtfyina expenditure are totaled on the riJht. ~y 
revenue un bto canied forward. by devctlopment, for expenli ture in a future period. (Je 
wtchful of attendance area ctuanaes fro111 year to year • doc:u.nt any relationship to 
revet"IUe canied forwat'd by dnelopnent). Expend it~~ are not carried {orwt'd. If the 
~t spent exceeds the revf'rut', funds pres~bly CO!Ila from the r.eneral .rid/or Site Fund. 
Facilltlt's paid through cateaorta~l pro&r• funds are not considered eli&ible. 

I. Developaent Fee revenue fllllll develop.mts covered by an ~t should be kept on a fon 
separate fro11 thoH showtnjt revenul rt'C~lwod via local aJencles, as fees fraa aaree-nts 
-r ~ spent on any sc!xlol facilitlt>s which servct the ~-elopment. There h no liaitation 
to lnteri• facilities. 

Fl1ll.1RE EXPEND111JRF.S 

Expenditures for interim facilities is ongoing in the District. In 1982-1983 
an anticipated $296,132 will be expended for the lease and setup of an 
additional 52 State portables, lease renewal on 32 State portables and 
lease renewal on at least 76trailers, as shown on the following chart. 
All of these leases are eligible for payment directly from Development 
Fee revenues. It is anticipated that expenditures will exceed reverme, 
primarily because of the depressed housing industry. In addition to the 
eligible leases, the District will continue lease of the Maxi School and 
the 0«> Mini Schools totaling $126,600. The District will also lease 
additional trailers for categorical programs. 
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ANTICIPATED INTERIM lOJSING EXPOOiruRES 1982-1983 

School New Portables Old Portables Trailers Total 

Henderson $24,000 $24,000 

Oakwood $36,000 $16,000 $52,000 

Needham $32,000 $32,000 

~rada $16,000 $ 8,000 $8,749 $32,749 

Elkhorn $16,000 $ 4,000 $20,000 

Davis $16,000 $16,000 

Lawrence $12,000 $12,000 

Parklane $ 8,000 $16,000 $24,000 

Nichols $ 8,000 $ 8,000 

Tokay $24,000 $16,000 $40,000 

Lodi High s 8,000 $6,334 $14,334 

Lockeford s 4,000 $ 4,000 

Live Oak s 4,000 $ 4,000 

Heritage $4,661 $ 4,661 

Woodbridge s 4,000 $4,388 $ 8,388 

$208,000 $64,000 $24,132 $296,112 
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FE£ llF.VIM.E RfCE IVf.D 
BY~~ • 

Elkhorn 
M1n1 

?3, 725 
Fox Creek 

69,875 

Colonial Heic;hta No. 
153,666 S3 725 

1-tillswood 
4,8oo 

::.:ounty - Morad& 
a,soo 

:::e.:~lbridge Place 
1 ,400 

County - Lod1 Hi~h 
1,200 

Interest 
17,635.17 

Ir.terest rrom 8o-81 
3,553.02 

I~tere~t rrom 81-82 
7,298.55 

"unpaid" 
expend! turea -0-

-

I.a>I OOFIED s:JIX)L DISTIIcr 

~ FE£ REVENJE I EXPfK)rn.Rf AOD.HrtNG KR4 

For Period 1979-1980 

EXPei)In.RES BY SOt:XX. CR ATllHWI:E AAEA 

Parklane OakltOOd Tokay 
156,3()8.8 2~,1:63 52,103.lb 

:,9.875 

199.935 

R.ROO 

18,400 

17.63S.li 

3,553.0~ 

3,583.56 3, 714.9~ 

86,433.82 rna-. 9'44. 4~ -0-
- -- . --- -

• See separate 11stine for atteDdance area md/or K.hool servina each Slblivisioa or develop.mt 

Pap_l_of_l __ 

REVINJE TO CARRY RDAitD 
FiOI 

TIUS PERIOO OOLY PAST PERIOOS 

-0-

-0-

4.800 

_.0-

-0-

1.200 

-0-

-0-

-0-

,-,.) 
\ .. 

0 



FEE ~~ RECEIVED RE'IEJlU!:: 
BY DEVEl.Dft£1'lT . BROUGHT 

FOH'.'AHD 

3~.-:':'lcrglace 
.~1:0 

:lai ~nt 
IJ7,610 

.:::olonif..l Crtatf:'!" r:o. 
93,59':-

:a:-:~ r t r! :e Pl c~e 
22,1:00 

lncnel!t~r 06 : 
lh,OO~ 

. a l 1 nood 
10,600 4,800 

County- Lo1:l1 !i i ;h 

1.200 
':ounty - ::lem/I.ock, 
i1oustog00t.od1 l!i~h 

County - L1 ve O::..r·. 1 

J.:Orada., Tor.ay 6oo 

Ccn~nty - V1ne~·ood, 

Sr. ~1. , Tol~ay 6oo 

County - Oa.v1s, 
Morada, Tokay '56oo 

LCDI lJUFIFD SOlDL DIST1UCI' 

1EVE1.a'M'J1r FEE REV8'U I EXPBtJin.RE .AanM"IMC RWC 

For Period 198o-1981 

E.XPf.M) ln.R.ES BY sorot. ~ ATJlNWCE AREA 
P&rklane Elv:horn Oak'oiOOd Woodbrid~e Tokay 

50,100 l2,g2! 113,132 9,478 41,036 

6 440 

43,t>60 3 oc:.n -

12 821 ss 774 

22.400 

13,564 
I 

9.478 

t\0() 

• See separate listin& for attendance area .nd/or school servine each subdivision or de-vel~t 

1 

1 2 Paae __ of __ _ 

REVIH£ 10 CARRY fUaWW 
flO.I 

Horada 

21,993 
nus Pauoo CM. Y PAST PER 1005 

() 
-0-

-0-

-0-

-n-

2.436 

1 122 4.800 

1,200 

600 
() 

600 -0-

-0-

5,600 -0-

_j 
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PEl! IUMHI! · RECEIVED 
BY llEVEl.CAIM • 

Interest 46,104.02 

"'.Jnp&id" 
expenc11turea 

UX>I LtliFIED SOOOL DISTIUCT 

~FEE R.EVelE I EXPtM>InJl£ Aan.NTINC RJIM 

For Period 198o -198_1 

EXPei>InJlES BY 50roL ~ ATI'ENIWO: AREA 

Pa.rklane ElKhorn Oakwood 
t Woodbrld:te l'okay 

27. 358 

-0- -0- -0- -0- 522 

• See ser-rate listina for attendanc.t area r.d/or school servina eiiCh 5\ildivision or develop.ent 

Morad a 

lS 193 

600 

Page 2 or 2 -- ----

REVIHJE TO CARRY I'Ge!A!4>-
F10I 

nus PERIOO CM.Y PAST P!!RIOOS 

to 79·80 
3.553.02 

-

@ 

~. 
~ 
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FEE RE\~ RECEIVED 
BY OEVEWPt-Em . 

:.;u~~..~e rplacE' 
2,760 

Fox Creel\ 
~Lj ,6~0 

Colc.n~al Est:J.tel! r:o. 
12,13:. 

Pentecostal cnurcn 
5,880 

Be c l:,.an Rar. o:-t> 
6,000 

·.nnchester Acres 
18,800 

1.(1111•1000 
13,000 

T.aL·.s~:ore Villa •e 
9,Goo ~ 

county-LiveOak, 
I~Orada, TOit.,.,Y 78o 

county .. Clem/Lock, 
Houeton, Lod1 Hit;h 

Cou.r.ty - Oav 1 s ,!·!orad a 
To':a;,· 2,320 

----~ -

county- Lod1 Hi~ 
Interest 7,29~.55 

"unpaid" expenditures 

k!:..VENUE 
BiiOUOHT 
F'Of\\.AKD 

2 436 

5,922 

600 

-

1,200 

1.001 !JoilFIED SODJL DISTRICT 

~'f FEE REVellE I EXPtM>Jn.RE NXXXM'ING R»1 

For Period 1981-1982 3 quarters 

EXPf}IDITm£5 BY SOOJL ~ Arra«WCE AREA 

Oakwood N"edt:ar.~ Morad a t Elkhorn Uav1s 
16 000 ~. 1an 23.990 4,000 8_.487 

23,990 8,487 

' 

- - -
16,000 4,7~8 -0- 4,000 -0-

Page_l _of~2 __ 

RE'V9lJE TO CARRY R:R\WW 
FRGI 

Par~ lane nus PERJOO aav PAST PERIOOS 
16.000 @ ' . 

2 .760 

5.880 

® 

- ..... ··-

7,360 
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F£:1! ltEVIH.E REa IVED 
BY 00\'El.DI'M:HI' . 

Tokay 
16,000 

Sua:ne rplAce 

1-'o:r. Creek 
16 000 

Colonial Eatate• No. 

Pentecostal Church 

Beci.lll&..'i Ranch 

Winchester Acree 

Mt • \I r:oo<l 

.L&keahore Village 

County- Live Oo..~, 
1'\orada,. To:~ay 

County - CleriiJLock, 
llouston, I.od1 Hi 

County • Davis, 
Mo r&d&, Tolcay High 

COWlty - Lodi Hi;~h 

unpaid~ expenditure• -0-

1.001 llil FlED SOIX)L DJSTRicr 

IEVE1.0PK'.NT FEE REVeiE I EXPal>t1UtE AOXUITING 1014 

For Penodl931 -1902 3 quarters 

EXPel>lnJU:S BY 50roL ~ ATJ'EN[WCE AREA 

\oloodbrid[) Her1 t~~e t l2,2ll 4,661 . 

12 211 

-0- 4,661 

Paae2_of 2 ---

REVeiJE ro CARRY roowm 
f-101 

nus PERIOO CJfl.Y 

-0-

6 143 

-12 '135 

-u-

6,000 
TIS,ISUU 

789 

9,600 

780 

2 .820 

-- .......... 
79-80 

PAST PERIODS 

@t . . 
(fees coli ected in 

i.mlx.lrsed) error - re - -. 

l ,436-
5,922 

600 

1,200 . 

~ .., 



I .... 
'(' 

FEE Rf.VENlli RECE 1 VED 
BY Dl:vt: l.Dfl.I.M . 

REVt:HJE 
BRa.Orr 

Fox Creek 6.143 

Colonial Estates No. ·lZ 13!. 

Bee laMn Ranch 6,000 

Winchester Acres ll,Z30 
Ulll I. 'II 

I Vill~ 9.600 

Colllty·Llve Oak 
750 

Colllty·Clewnt s, 
t.ockeford , lbu..~t on, 
L.oJl Him z 600 600 

Cola'lty·O.vis, fobrada, 
- ,· 'ft)kay Z,8ZO 

County • Lodi High 1,200 

780 

. ~~~"~: ~;"" 

~-
t._.iA PYn_ 

LOOI ~IFIED SOOOL Dl5l'RICf 

OOVE1.0floelT FEE RE\'EMJE I EXPENDI1UU! Aan.NTING RBC 

For Period Last 1/4 • 1981·81 

EXPENDI1Uu:S BY SOOOI. OR A1"l'ENIW«:E AREA 

Oakwood Needham Elkhorn t Parkl- Heritage 

16,000 4,788 4,000 7,360 4,661 

16.000 4.7AA •. 000 7.360 4.661 

• See ~rate listina for attendance area JWJ/or school servina each subdivision OT develop.ent 

Paae_l_of--:1:......._ 

REVIHJE TO CARRY RlRWARD 
FlO I 

nus PERJCD <H.Y PAST PERIOOS 

6,143 

·12,13S 

6,000 

21,2.36 
,.-,11 

9.600 

710 

2,600 600 

2,120 

1,200 

710 

' ----

~ v 

~ 
~i 




